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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment A, filed 03/11/2004. 

2. Claims 1-23 are pending in this application. Claims 1 , 6, and 16 are independent 
claims. In Amendment A, claim 12 was cancelled, claims 1, 9, 10, and 13-16 were 
amended. This action is made final. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-6, 9-14, and 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Driskell ("Driskell", US# 5,596,699) in view of Jenq ("Jenq", US# 
5.081,592). 

As per independent claim 1, Driskell teaches a method of receiving user input, 
the method comprising, 

receiving user input identifying a location on a graphical user interface (Driskell, 
col. 2, lines 66-67; col. 3, line 1), 

displaying a first plurality of menu options, a first one of the plurality of menu 
options appearing substantially at the identified location and the remaining menu 
options appearing at locations proximate to the identified location (Driskell, Figures 6 
and 7; col. 8, lines 22-32), and 

receiving user selection of one of the displayed menu options(Driskell, Figures 6 
and 7; col. 8, lines 22-32). 
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Driskell fails to teach the amended limitation of displaying a second plurality of 
menu options at substantially the identified location to replace the first plurality of menu 
options upon activating one of the remaining menu options. 

However, Jenq teaches menu options that when activated replace the main 
menu (Jenq, col. 6, lines 6-60). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of invention to include the menu replacement of Jenq in the radial menu system 
of Driskell because it would reduce the amount of screen real estate used by the menu 
system. 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 1, wherein the remaining menu options appear at locations equidistant 
from the identified location (Driskell, col. 4, lines 14-24), 

Dependent claims 14 and 17 are similar to dependent claim 2, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 1, wherein receiving user input identifying a location comprises 
determining the location of cursor (Inherent in computer systems that use input devices 
such as mice; Inherent in Driskell, col. 9, lines 7-13). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 1, wherein the remaining menu options appear at regular radial 
intervals around the identified location (Driskell, col. 4, lines 14-24). 

Dependent claim 19 is similar to dependent claim 4, and is therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 
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As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 1 , further comprising, 

providing hierarchical levels of menu options (Driskell, col. 9, lines 3-13; col. 42, 
lines 20-24), and 

wherein receiving user selection of at least one of the menu options causes 
display of menu options at a different hierarchical level (Driskell, col. 9, lines 3-13; col. 
42, lines 20-24). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 5, wherein the menu option located substantially at the identified 
location comprises a menu option that causes display of menu options at a hierarchical 
level higher than the current level (Driskell, Figures 6 and 7; col. 5, lines 34-36; col. 9, 
lines 7-12). 

As per independent claim 9, Driskell teaches a method of receiving user input, 
the method comprising, 

providing hierarchical levels of menu options (Driskell, col. 9, lines 3-13; col. 42, 
lines 20-24), 

receiving user input identifying a location on a graphical user interface, the user 
input comprising a location cursor (Inherent in computer systems that use input devices 
such as mice; Inherent in Driskell, col. 9, lines 7-13), 

displaying a first plurality of menu options from one hierarchical level, a first one 
of the plurality of menu options appearing substantially at the identified location, the 
remaining menu options appearing at locations proximate to the identified location and 
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being positioned at regular radial intervals around the identified location, the first menu 
option located substantially at the identified location comprising a menu option that 
when activated causes a display of menu options at a hierarchical level one level higher 
than the current level at substantially the identified location to replace the first plurality of 
menu options (Driskell, Figures 6 and 7; col. 8, lines 22-34; col. 4, lines 14-24), 

receiving user selection of one of the displayed menu options (Inherent in 
Driskell, Figures 6 and 7; col. 8, lines 22-34). 

Driskell fails to teach the amended limitation of displaying menu options at a 
hierarchical level one level lower than the current level at substantially the identified 
location to replace the first plurality of menu options upon activating one of the 
remaining menu options. 

However,. Jenq teaches menu options that when activated replace the main 
menu (Jenq, col. 6, lines 6-60), It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of invention to include the menu replacement of Jenq in the radial menu system 
of Driskell because it would reduce the amount of screen real estate used by the menu 
system. 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 9, wherein the remaining menu options appear at locations equidistant 
from the identified location (Driskell, col. 4, lines 14-24). 

As per claim 11, which is dependent on claim 9, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 9, wherein selecting one of said remaining menu options activates a 
predetermined function (Driskell, Figure 7-A: L1-E; col. 8, lines 52-57). 
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As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 9, Driskell further teaches the 
method of claim 12, wherein the display of menu options at a hierarchical level one level 
lower than the level of said selected option comprises the display of one or more 
suboptions of said selected option, said suboptions being located proximate to the 
identified location (Driskell, Figures 6 and 7; col. 8, lines 22-34). 

As per independent claim 16, Driskell teaches a computer program, recorded on 
a computer-readable medium, for receiving user input, the program including 
instructions for causing a processor to, 

receive user input identifying a location on a graphical user interface (Driskell, 
col. 2, lines 66-67; col. 3, line 1), 

display a first plurality of menu options, a first one of the plurality of menu options 
appearing about the identified location and the remaining menu options appearing at 
locations proximate to the identified location (Driskell, Figures 6 and 7; col. 8, lines 22- 
32), 

receive user selection of one of the displayed menu options (Driskell, Figures 6 
and 7; col. 8, lines 22-32). 

Driskell fails to teach the amended limitation of display a second plurality of 
menu options at substantially the identified location to replace the first plurality of menu 
options upon activating one of the remaining menu options. 

However, Jenq teaches menu options that when activated replace the main 
menu (Jenq, col. 6, lines 6-60). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of invention to include the menu replacement of Jenq in the radial menu system 
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of Driskell because it would reduce the amount of screen real estate used by the menu 
system. 

As per claim 18, which is dependent on claim 16, Driskell further teaches the 
computer program of claim 16, wherein the instructions that receive user input 
identifying a location comprise instructions that identify the location of a cursor (Driskell, 
col. 2, lines 66-67; col. 3, line 1). 

As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 16, Driskell further teaches the 
computer program of claim 16, further comprising instructions that. 

provide hierarchical levels of menu options (Driskell, Figures 6 and 7; col. 8, lines 
22-32), and 

wherein the instructions that receive user selection of at least one of the menu 
options cause display of different menu options at a different hierarchical level (Driskell, 
Figures 6 and 7; col. 8, lines 22-32). 

As per claim 21, which is dependent on claim 20, Driskell further teaches the 
computer program of claim 20, wherein the menu option located substantially at the 
identified location comprises a menu option that causes display of menu options at a 
hierarchical level one level higher than the current level (Driskell, Figures 6 and 7; col. 
8, lines 22-34; col. 4, lines 14-24). 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 16, Driskell further teaches the 
computer program of claim 16, further comprising instructions that select menu options 
to present (Driskell, Figure 7-B: L2-B). 
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5. Claims 7, 8, 15. and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Driskell and Jenq as applied to claims 1-6, 9-14, and 16-22 above, 
and further in view of Padawer et. al. ("Padawer", US# 5,220,675). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1, the invention of Driskell and Jenq 
teaches the method of claim 1, but does not teach the method further comprising 
enabling a user to select menu options to present. Padawer teaches users having the 
ability to add, edit, delete, or rearrange menu items (Padawer, col. 4, lines 8-12). These 
user-edited menus can be viewed by navigating through the menus to the edited menu. 
It would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the 
user-edited menus of Padawer into the menu system of Driskell because, as noted in 
Padawer, user-edited menus provide a high degree of flexibility as well as provide a 
method and system for combining features of a wide variety of utilities (Padawer, col. 3, 
lines 14-15). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 7, the invention of Driskell and Jenq 
teaches the method of claim 1, but does not teach the method further comprising 
automatically selecting menu options to present based at least in part on an application 
context. 

Padawer teaches displaying fixed menu commands as well as a menu portion for 
user defined menu items (Padawer, col. 3, lines 50-60). It would be obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the user-edited menus of 
Padawer into the menu system of Driskell because, as noted in Padawer, user-edited 
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menus provide a high degree of flexibility as well as provide a method and system for 
combining features of a wide variety of utilities (Padawer, col. 3, lines 14-15), 

Dependent claims 15 and 23 are similar to dependent claim 8, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-1 1 and 13-23 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam M. Lewis whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0720. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:00-4:30, Alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on 703-308-0640. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

„■ KRISTINE KINCAID 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



